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Legislation such as that could move as 
well but instead we are spending weeks 
trying to make a statement on a spend-
ing bill. 

So I hope we will actually do what 
this Senate is prepared to do and is 
ready to do again, which is actually to 
legislate—to move legislation through 
the committee process to the floor and 
on to the President’s desk. That is how 
we ought to respond to the action the 
President has taken. I hope we will do 
so. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, over 
the last two weeks Republicans in Con-
gress have insisted on playing political 
games with funding for the Department 
of Homeland Security. The same agen-
cy that supports States such as Massa-
chusetts when disasters hit, the same 
agency that provides grants for equip-
ment to keep firefighters safe when 
they rush into burning buildings, the 
same agency that helps train and fund 
local police, the same agency that 
tracks down weapons that terrorists 
can use to threaten our safety here at 
home, the same agency that keeps our 
borders and airports safe—this is the 
agency the Republicans are willing to 
shut down. Why? Why put America at 
such risk? Because Republicans want 
to protest the steps President Obama 
has taken to try to address our coun-
try’s immigration challenges. 

This is not a responsible way to gov-
ern. This is a dangerous way to govern. 
There are real threats out there, from 
ISIS in the Middle East to cyber 
threats, to acts of terror such as the 
one in Paris earlier this year. 

DHS gives funding to State and local 
governments to help them prevent ter-
ror attacks. Massachusetts received 
over $30 million in these grants just 
last year alone. If DHS shuts down, 
that funding dries up, leaving our fire-
fighters, our police, and our EMTs 
hanging, putting the safety of every 
American at risk. 

Think about the Customs and Border 
Protection agents, who screen people 
traveling into the United States 
through our airports, and the men and 
women of the Coast Guard who patrol 
our waters. They will still have to 
work those tough, sometimes dan-
gerous jobs, but if the Republicans shut 
down the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, these people just won’t get 
paid. Tens of thousands of workers na-
tionwide could be working to help keep 
us safe and not get a paycheck to cover 
their groceries and rent. That is no 
way to treat the people who protect 
this country. 

The solution is simple. Last year 
Democrats and Republicans agreed on 
a bipartisan bill to fund the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. That bill 
was ready to go until the Republicans 
decided they wanted to play politics. 
They decided to hold the Department 
of Homeland Security hostage to try to 
force the President to reverse an Exec-
utive order on immigration. That De-
partment of Homeland Security fund-
ing bill is still ready to go. We could 
vote on it today and be done with all of 
this. Everyone who works to protect 
our safety would keep on working and 
keep on getting paid. 

A few days ago the Boston Globe 
wrote an editorial about this, and they 
said: 

The game of political chicken has to end 
with the Republicans blinking. It’s one thing 
to disagree with a President’s executive ac-
tions, but it’s another thing altogether to 
hold crucial funding for a wide range of secu-
rity programs hostage. 

I couldn’t agree more. 
I ask unanimous consent that the 

full text of the editorial be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Boston Globe, Feb. 7, 2015] 
GOP SHOULD FOCUS ON FIXING IMMIGRATION, 

NOT COMPROMISING SECURITY 
(Editorial) 

In the latest political show vote on Capitol 
Hill, Republicans are protesting President 
Obama’s executive orders on immigration, 
enacted in November, by trying to attach 
language undoing them to a bill that funds 
the Department of Homeland Security. The 
attempt is going nowhere: Earlier this week, 
Democrats in the Senate blocked the bill 
from reaching Obama’s desk. At the same 
time, the president has vowed to veto any 
legislation that reverses his immigration 
measures. 

This game of political chicken has to end 
with the Republicans blinking. It’s one thing 
to disagree with the president’s executive ac-
tions, but it’s another thing altogether to 
hold crucial funding for a wide range of secu-
rity programs hostage. 

Republicans who believe Obama’s execu-
tive orders are an abuse of power should in-
stead look for remedy in the courts. If 
Obama overstepped, the surest way to re-
verse his orders would be through a judicial 
ruling. Meanwhile, Congress should pass a 
‘‘clean’’ Homeland Security funding bill that 
funds the agency without the immigration 
language. 

Obama enacted the executive orders only 
after the House refused to vote on a Senate- 
passed bill that would have overhauled our 
current immigration system. In retaliation, 
the GOP decided to attack the president’s or-
ders at the funding source: DHS. The Repub-
lican bill included so-called ‘‘poison pill’’ 
amendments that prevent the use of DHS 
funds or fees to enforce Obama’s executive 
actions, which will benefit about 4 million 
undocumented immigrants by shielding 
them from deportation while also allowing 
them to apply for work permits. The amend-
ments also prevent the use of any funds to 
continue implementing a 2012 order that pro-
tected some undocumented immigrants who 
came to the United States as children. 

Along with some Republicans who voted 
against the bill in the House and the Senate, 
three former secretaries of Homeland Secu-

rity have also urged the GOP to stop using 
the agency’s budget as a political weapon. 
Republicans Tom Ridge and Michael 
Chertoff, and Democrat Janet Napolitano, 
wrote to Republican leadership: ‘‘DHS’s re-
sponsibilities are much broader than its re-
sponsibility to oversee the federal immigra-
tion agencies and to protect our borders . . . 
Funding for the entire agency should not be 
put in jeopardy by the debate about immi-
gration.’’ They called for a clean funding bill 
for the rest of the year, like the one Mary-
land Senator Barbara Mikulski and New 
Hampshire Senator Jeanne Shaheen filed 
last week. 

Obama has said he would be happy to see 
Congress pass a law that would make his ex-
ecutive orders unnecessary. Republicans, in-
stead of engaging in quixotic budget tactics, 
should get to work on a new immigration 
bill and stop compromising national secu-
rity. 

Ms. WARREN. Let’s be clear. If Re-
publicans in the Senate don’t change 
course, they will shut down the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security and com-
promise the safety of the American 
people, and they will have done it be-
cause a handful of extremists in the 
Republican Party are angry at the 
President because he is trying to fix 
what we all know is a broken immigra-
tion system. Well, if they are angry 
about the President’s immigration pol-
icy, let’s debate the President’s immi-
gration policy. Last Congress the Sen-
ate passed a bipartisan bill to address 
immigration. Let’s debate that bill 
again. Or if they want to propose a new 
bill, let’s vote on that. But don’t play 
games with the safety of the American 
people. 

The way forward is clear. We need to 
pass a bill to fund the Department of 
Homeland Security. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

IRRIGATE ACT 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President. I 
wish to discuss legislation I introduced 
yesterday that would help Native 
American irrigators, ranchers, farmers, 
and families fully utilize the irrigation 
systems in Indian Country. The bill, S. 
438, is entitled the Irrigation Rehabili-
tation and Renovation for Indian Trib-
al Governments and Their Economies 
Act, or the IRRIGATE Act. 

I thank my colleagues who have 
joined me as co-sponsors of this legisla-
tion, including Senators TESTER, 
HATCH, ENZI, DAINES and BENNET. 

Careful management of water in In-
dian communities is essential if we are 
to ensure a reliable supply in the fu-
ture. Many ranchers and farmers, both 
Indian and non-Indian, still depend on 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, BIA, to 
deliver water for their needs. 
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The Department of the Interior initi-

ated several Indian irrigation projects 
in the late 1800s and early 1900s in-
tended as a central component of tribal 
economies. In most cases, the Federal 
Government did not even complete 
these projects. In 2006, the Government 
Accountability Office released a report 
on Indian irrigation projects, which 
highlighted the inefficiencies of the op-
eration, maintenance, and manage-
ment by the BIA. 

While the BIA has indicated that the 
current backlog is estimated to be in 
excess of $560 million, some Indian 
tribes estimate that this backlog esti-
mate may be even higher. The most re-
cent information from the BIA clearly 
reflects an upward trend in the costs of 
these systems, growing from $549 mil-
lion to in excess of $560 million in only 
one-quarter year alone. 

Deferred maintenance means ineffi-
cient water delivery and damaged in-
frastructure. For the Wind River In-
dian Reservation in Wyoming, these 
issues are perpetual problems. Tribal 
economies depend on these water sys-
tems—and the BIA has an obligation to 
repair those irrigation systems. 

The bill intends to bring the BIA irri-
gation systems into the 21st century. 
The bill would authorize $35 million 
each year from FY 2015 to 2036, to ad-
dress the deferred maintenance needs 
of certain BIA irrigation projects. This 
includes any structures, facilities, 
equipment, or vehicles used in connec-
tion with the projects. The bill would 
also require a longer-term study on the 
operations of these projects. 

This bipartisan bill is supported by 
many Indian tribes. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation. 

f 

REMEMBERING DEAN SMITH 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I wish to 
commemorate and celebrate the life of 
Coach Dean Smith. Dean Smith’s ac-
complishments as coach, mentor, and 
teacher made him a legend in our 
State, and far beyond Tobacco Road. 
Brooke and I were deeply saddened to 
hear of his passing, but he left his in-
delible mark on our State. Under his 
stewardship, UNC-Chapel Hill became 
the formidable college basketball pow-
erhouse that it is today. While he was 
a winning coach, he also encouraged 
his players to excel in the classroom 
and taught well beyond the locker 
room. 

Coach Smith was born in Emporia, 
KS, in 1931. The son of public school 
teachers, his lifelong dedication to 
teaching on and off the court was in-
stilled in him from a young age. Dean 
was a high school athlete playing bas-
ketball, football, and baseball. He 
earned an academic scholarship to the 
University of Kansas. While at Kansas 
he played basketball and was a member 
of the 1952 national championship 
team. He began his coaching career 
there in 1953 as an assistant coach. 

Dean Smith then served his country 
in the U.S. Air Force. In 1958 he was 

asked to serve as assistant coach for 
the University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill. Three years later he would 
become the head coach for UNC. His 
first season as head coach was his only 
losing season in his 36 year coaching 
career. 

His early days as coach were not al-
ways so smooth. In 1965, the UNC fans 
hung him in effigy after a loss to my 
alma mater, Wake Forest University. 
But, soon enough, he enjoyed tremen-
dous success as a coach. He is consid-
ered one of the greatest to ever coach 
the game. His accomplishments are too 
many to list. Some of his most memo-
rable feats include 2 national cham-
pionship titles, 11 final four appear-
ances, 17 regular season ACC titles, 13 
ACC tournament titles, 27 NCAA tour-
nament appearances with 23 of those 
being consecutive. He was the National 
Coach of the Year four times. Dean had 
879 wins in his 36-year coaching career 
making him one of the winningest 
coaches of all time. Five of his players 
went on to be Rookies of the Year in 
the NBA or ABA. He coached Team 
USA to gold in the 1976 Olympics. Leg-
endary UCLA coach John Wooden once 
said ‘‘Dean is the best teacher of bas-
ketball that I have observed.’’ His phi-
losophy known as the ‘‘Carolina Way’’ 
still rings true today. Play Hard, Play 
Together, Play Smart. 

Coach Smith’s influence extended far 
beyond the basketball court. He was a 
champion for social justice. He was the 
first UNC coach to offer a scholarship 
to an African-American player. He en-
couraged many local businesses to de-
segregate during the 1960s. He served as 
a mentor to his players and always 
taught them that education came first. 
During his career over 95 percent of his 
players received their degrees. His 
former players remember the fact that 
Coach Smith not only taught them 
about basketball, he taught them 
about life. 

Throughout his career, he was a 
fierce competitor but was always re-
spected by his opponents. There was 
never a hint of scandal about how he 
recruited players or how he ran his pro-
gram. He was a pioneer in the art of as-
sembling a long-term winning basket-
ball tradition. Basketball, UNC and all 
of North Carolina have lost a giant 
with his passing. 

I extend my sympathy to his wife 
Linnea and to all of Coach Smith’s 
family. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROPOSAL TO AU-
THORIZE THE LIMITED USE OF 
THE UNITED STATES ARMED 
FORCES AGAINST THE ISLAMIC 
STATE OF IRAQ AND THE LE-
VANT (ISIL)—PM 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
The so-called Islamic State of Iraq 

and the Levant (ISIL) poses a threat to 
the people and stability of Iraq, Syria, 
and the broader Middle East, and to 
U.S. national security. It threatens 
American personnel and facilities lo-
cated in the region and is responsible 
for the deaths of U.S. citizens James 
Foley, Steven Sotloff, Abdul-Rahman 
Peter Kassig, and Kayla Mueller. If left 
unchecked, ISIL will pose a threat be-
yond the Middle East, including to the 
United States homeland. 

I have directed a comprehensive and 
sustained strategy to degrade and de-
feat ISIL. As part of this strategy, U.S. 
military forces are conducting a sys-
tematic campaign of airstrikes against 
ISIL in Iraq and Syria. Although exist-
ing statutes provide me with the au-
thority I need to take these actions, I 
have repeatedly expressed my commit-
ment to working with the Congress to 
pass a bipartisan authorization for the 
use of military force (AUMF) against 
ISIL. Consistent with this commit-
ment, I am submitting a draft AUMF 
that would authorize the continued use 
of military force to degrade and defeat 
ISIL. 

My Administration’s draft AUMF 
would not authorize long-term, large- 
scale ground combat operations like 
those our Nation conducted in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. Local forces, rather than 
U.S. military forces, should be de-
ployed to conduct such operations. The 
authorization I propose would provide 
the flexibility to conduct ground com-
bat operations in other, more limited 
circumstances, such as rescue oper-
ations involving U.S. or coalition per-
sonnel or the use of special operations 
forces to take military action against 
ISIL leadership. It would also author-
ize the use of U.S. forces in situations 
where ground combat operations are 
not expected or intended, such as intel-
ligence collection and sharing, mis-
sions to enable kinetic strikes, or the 
provision of operational planning and 
other forms of advice and assistance to 
partner forces. 

Although my proposed AUMF does 
not address the 2001 AUMF, I remain 
committed to working with the Con-
gress and the American people to re-
fine, and ultimately repeal, the 2001 
AUMF. Enacting an AUMF that is spe-
cific to the threat posed by ISIL could 
serve as a model for how we can work 
together to tailor the authorities 
granted by the 2001 AUMF. 

I can think of no better way for the 
Congress to join me in supporting our 
Nation’s security than by enacting this 
legislation, which would show the 
world we are united in our resolve to 
counter the threat posed by ISIL. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 11, 2015. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
At 12:30 p.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
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